HCS HB 121 -- | NSURANCE COVERAGE FOR CHI ROPRACTI C CARE
SPONSOR: Hol and ( Portwood)

COW TTEE ACTION: Voted "do pass" by the Commttee on Health
Care Policy by a vote of 11 to O.

This substitute requires health insurers to provide chiropractic
care as part of basic health care services for covered
conditions. Health plan enrollees nust be able to select their
own chiropractic physician fromthe provider network w thout a
referral or prior authorization. |f applicable, the substitute
requires that a referral or prior authorization clause apply
equally to providers in the network. Health carriers that
utilize gatekeepers may not msinformenrollees of the

avai lability of chiropractic care. The substitute also requires
health carriers to apply the sanme deducti bl es, co-paynents,
co-insurance anounts, fees, benefit limts, practice paraneters,
and utilization reviewto all in-network health care providers.
It also prohibits health carriers fromdiscrimnating agai nst any
heal th care provider or group of providers based on |icensure.

FI SCAL NOTE: Estimated Net | nconme to |Insurance Dedi cated Fund of
$8, 000 in FY 2004, $0 in FY 2005, and $0 in FY 2006. Estimted
Net Cost to H ghway Fund of Unknown in FY 2004, FY 2005, and FY
2006.

PROPONENTS: Supporters say that in recent years, federa

| egi sl ation has required the provision of chiropractic health
care benefits for certain federal enployees. Chiropractic care
is effective and would result in cost savings to patients and
heal th insurers.

Testifying for the bill were Representative Portwod; and
M ssouri State Chiropractors Association. A witten letter of
support was submitted by M ssouri Physical Therapy Association.

OPPONENTS: Those who oppose the bill say that nandati ng

i nsurance coverage for chiropractic care wll result in increased
health care costs. The bill would not apply to insurance plans
regul ated by the federal governnent. The bill does not clearly

define the scope of chiropractic care and contains a direct
access provision which will be costly to inplenent (these
provi sions were revised in the substitute).

Testifying against the bill were Mssouri Association of Health
Pl ans; G oup Health Plan; Coventry Health Plan; United Healthcare
of the Mdwest; M ssouri State Medical Association; and

St. Louis Area Business and Health Coalition.
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